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| October 26, 1936. 


MEMORANDUM FOR MR, NATHAN. 


Ret Proposed change of — in 
' furnishing lab@ratery г 
to field offices where Ew 
indicate difference of opinion, 


In an effert to expedite the furnishing of laboratory 
reports to the field where the laberatory examiners have reached 
sonewhat different eenclusions, thereby necessitating a rewrite of 
the outgoing laberatery report, the following procedure is being 
— by the laberatoryt 


{The rewritten report sill be typed up on the usual 
laboratory repert forms and will be dictated in ay office 
from a review of the worksheets submitted by the various 
exaniners te the case ín question, The only 
difference between the original report prepared by the fl 
examiner and the veeritten report will be that the rewritten 
report will embody the most conservative opinion rendered 
by the laberetesp exeminers and will further include under 
the space indigated for the name of the examiner, not only 
the name of tle fl examiner, but alee thé name of the examiner 
whose opinio& 18 being incorporated in ihe report. The names 
of these examiners will be followed by numbers designating 
their ascigmaent, as #1, #2, or #3 examiner. 


You will recall that at the present tine we are preparing 
the rewritten laboratory reports in letter form which in may cases 
necessitates a great deal of straight copy work. Use of the laboratory 
report forms will obviate much of this by permitting direct utilisation 
in certain instances of portions of the original report. 


Respectfully, J o JH" 4... 2 / $ 
RHOORDRE | | 
5. Р. Coffey. 
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November 25, 1936. 


MEMORANDUM FOR MR. NATHAN. 
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Re: Double and triple check system 


- s utilized in the laboratory. 


L have discussed with the-document examiners the problem 
which occasionally confronts us in connection with the application of 
the double and triple check system to cases in which several distinct 
items are submitted together for examination. As you know, under our 
present system if examiners fail to agree on the identification of two 

x X specimens, the most conservative report of the three examiners is for- 
warded to the field, it usually of course being a report that no 
conclusion can be reached on the basis of the available material. 
However, in situations where several such items are received in the same 


Ї 

case, we are up against the possibility of submitting a no conclusion 
4 report, as for instance on one of them, whereas, the examiner assigned 
} 
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to the case may have been the person who identified that particular item. 
The problem arises when and if he is called into court to give testimony 
concerning his findings on some of the other items, all of which have 

joa eed HN checked or verified, and should be asked as to his opinion on the 

#1 item which is in question. Of course, he is then in the position where 
he must give his own personal opinion, which would be that the item is an 
identical one and is then in the position of being in disagreement with 
the Bureau's report which showed no conclusion reached as to that item. 


COPY FILED IN 50- | |. 2/66 


In discussing the proplem I made two recommendations to the 
examiners for partially handling, or at least improving to some extent, 
the present situation. My first proposal was that if the principal 
examiner assigned to the case makes an identification of an item which is 
not concurred in by an associate examiner, he be subsequently informed 
that some doubt has come up as to the conclusiveness of the identification 
so that he may consider whether this additional information, i.e., the doubt 
of another examiner influences in any way his own positive finding of 
identification. If he is so influenced by this new information to the 
point where he becomes a little doubtful: of the conclusiveness of his 
identification, he would then of course be in accord with the outgoing 
laboratory report which would indicate that no final conclusion as toidentity 
could be reached. The second part of my proposal was to -the effect that if 
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he was uninfluenced_by the additional information and doubt which was 

routed to him on the case, he be-displaced as principal examiner and the 
associate examiner who was in a more conservative position on that par- 
ticular item would be appointed as principal examiner on the case and in 
this manner the man who made theidentification which was not verified 

would never be in the position of being in court. It will be noted that 
this does not solve the possible situation where because of the multiplicity 
of items in the one case, no one of the three examiners is as conservative 
as the final laboratory report'of the combined. 

On my first meeting with the document examiners on this subject 
all appeared favorably impressed with both steps of the outlined procedure. 
The conference was adjourned, however, to await the return of Mr. Appel who 
was out West testifying. Upon reconvening, considerable objection had arisen 
to the proposals. In my opinion the objections to the first step of the 
proposal, namely that of acquainting the principal examiner with the findings 
of his associate for the purpose of determining whether they would influence 
him any, were sound objections and I was inclined to agree that that part 
could be eliminated. The remainder of the change then would merely be the 
displacement of the principal examiner. and the substitution of the more 
conservative examiners on the case. This step met the approval of the 
majority of us present but was objected to by Messrs. Appel, Dingle, 
McClintock, and Pickering. 


! 


In my opinion the objections cited by those opposing have very 
little sound foundation. Mr. Appel, who led the opposition, was of the 
opinion that the fact an associate examiner knew that the opinion which he 
cited might be the cause of his being substituted for the principal examiner 
on the case, might tend to influence his findings and would certainly be 
an additional and outside influence in the examination of the case. I fail 
to see how such a factor would possibly influence any of our examiners. 
Incidentally, Mr. Appel was of the opinion that there was no solution to 
our present problem, he being of the opinion. that the investigating agencies 
and the prosecuting attorney should in all cases be fully advised of the fact 
that the examination had been made by three technicians and the findings of 
each furnished him. 


T recommend that odified proced gs outlined above be 





adopted and subject to Bureau approval I will so instruct, namely, that Mert 
where the findings of the principal examiner assigned to the case are not 
=... 
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confirmed by his associate examiner, he be displaced as the principal 
examiner and the examiner whose findings are more nearly in accord 
with the combined outgoing laboratory report on the case be substituted 
for him as the principal examiner in charge of the case and the one who 
will go forward to testify. 


Respectfully, 





JOHN EDGAR HOOVER Ф . ё | | 
DIRECTOR ooo E LAT. &OMIOBR...Lare nr 
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United States Aepartment of Justice | Mr. Dawsey ......--- 


EPC:ON : ; Mr. Екап............. 
80-99 Washtnygton, 2. б. p | 
Арг11 7, 1937. | Му. ЧагЪо........... 
MEMORANDUM FOR HR. NATHAN. 

Re: Handwriting Discrepancies. Re — — 

— — —— — BD —äSR— “··v Ху” G ЛАГ» АКАСУ ur 

` | Miss Gandy.......... 

This morning while conversing with Inspector James p vec 

— of thefShanghai Municipal Police.on-general Ilaboratoyy ooe 


methods, I sought his opinion and experiences of his department 
with regard to the reliability of handwriting identification. 


He advised me that they have had some difficulties with 
handwriting identifications, and at the same time told me that 
he himself had given considerable study to the subject and con- 
sidered himself. somewhat of an expert on handwriting analysis. 
He said that some time ago they had a case in Shanghai in which 
a Chinese office worker was convicted of a crime on the basis of 
handwriting and after conviction it was found that a Japanese 
was actually responsible for the handwriting, and they later 
found out that both the Chinese and the Japanese involved had 
received their education in English writing in the same school at 
about the same time. He said that as a result of this experience 
they have instituted a policy in the Shanghai Municipal Police 
Department not to institute prosecution in any case in which hand- 
writing identification is the only evidence. He says that they 
continue to use handwriting identification as corroborative or 
secondary evidence. I told him this was in line with our present 
policy and I also explained to him our three examiner system of 
checking. He thought this was a very good idea. With regard to 
the general fallibility of handwriting identification he pointed 
out that Osborn is reported to frankly admit when questioned on 
the witness stand that he has made a number of errors in handwriting 
identification during his 50 years experience. 
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Hederal Burean of Investigation 


United States Acpartment uf Justice 
Washington, A. C. 


EPC: AF 


June 1, 1937 


MEMORANDUM FOR MR. NATHAN 


Mr. Ramsey, of the Department, 


telephoned and inquired whether the Bureau!s 
document examiners were available for or allowed 


to take private cases. 
they were not. 


l informed him that 


Respectfully, 


eM : 


E. P. Cóffey. 
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mathematical deternination of geek kart reliability | 
and unreliability of hunktiag identification, The 
following report ie being subeittéd relative to progress. 
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file ша has been completed and a review of the. 


investigative files of al} cases in which disagreements | 
have occurred has been begun, Analysis of the results 
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United States Department of Justice 
WPE:ON  Mashingtan, Я. б. 
February 26, 1938. 


\\ 


MEMORANDUM FOR HR. RS . Al \ 


Re: Inspector's s Recommendation \ 
x. 


Reference is made to the Inspector!s recommendation 
#37 for theXlaboratory in which it was decided that where one 
examiner fins writings not identical and a second examiner 
reports that he reaches no conclusion, a third examiner will 
be assigned to the problem. As you will recall it was decided 
that the net results of these examinations should be furnished 
to the Investigative Division in memorandum form. 





No mention is made in the recommendation of the 

policy to be pursued in & similar situation where.the examination 

is requested by an outside agency. The policy of the laboratory 
T is therefore remaining the same as heretofore in connection with 
such examinations conducted by contributors other than the Bureau 
Field Divisions, Instructions are being put into effect immediately 
> in accordance with the recommendation as to Bureau contributed 
e specimens. 


“y Respectfully, 
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faeh assist him in "E 
tio exaciners disarrecd. 


cop, Í 


Series Ay Moe 6], 


MEMORANDUS FOR THE LABORATORY 


Horeaftor in docuront exardrations where the first tio 
exacinors reach a no conclusion and the conclusion of non-identity 
and б third oxininor is acsimncd. it will not be nesessary for the 
third cxaminos te make o connarison of all known and questionad 


Spoeirenge 
/ 

/ The specimens to be compared shall be underlined with 

a ròd pencil on the thind examiner's worksheet and this vill 


A inüicato to nim specifically the exarination degirod. These 
“anetructions spall in no way interfere with the third ozocdiror!a 


ight to examine all роса in; the case where such inspection 
he/spocinons upon which the first 


vraling is intended to oliminate 
the examination by the — с. of larco numbers of speci- 
rens whore disagroement exists only in regard to ono сг пого, 


А third exaniner assigned to an examination because of 
the makine of an identification by the first tvo exminors vill; 
a3 horetoforo; oxamine all spccimons listed on tho worksacot, 


Very truly yours, 
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Sederal Bureau of Investigatian 
WUniten States Department of Justice 
Washington, A. €. 


RAG:JHK March 16, 1939 


MEMORANDUM FOR MR. E. A. TAMM 


Quite frequently the Investigative Division is furnished 
with confidential reports in connection with examinations performed 
in the Technical Laboratory, wherein a disagreement of the examiners 
is reflected. In practically all instances the substance of these 
reports is included in a letter and transmitted to the field. 


It is, therefore, suggested that this information be 3e 
included in a letter prepared in the Technical Laboratory of the 
Bureau and then routed to the appropriate Supervisor in the Investi- є 
gative Division for his observation. This matter has been discussed \ 
with Mr. E. P. Coffey of the Technical Laboratory, who is in agreement 
with the suggested form for this letter which is noted below: 2 
: с 
"Reference is made to the examination of material received SS 
from your office on in the above entitled case. L 
"For your confidential information, the opinions of three “а 
document examiners in this matter are being set forth б 
below. It will be noted that two of the examiners are of с 
the opinion the questioned writings are not identical with * 
the known, whereas the third examiner is unable to reach * 
a conclusion. Therefore, unless some other reasons exist, А 
it would not seem necessary to seek further handwriting 
Specimens from this individual. This information is fur- 
, nished for your investigative use only and is not to be 
incorporated in reports being furnished to others outside 


of the Bureau's service.! T Я 
0-4 [TIX 


RECORDED 

It is felt by following the above outlin 
siderable time can be saved in both units, айап танара, 
occasion arises where it is not deemed advisable bot mi 
mation as mentioned above, said instance can be ha 
case. 







R. A. Guerin 








„ “JOHN EDGAR HOOVER | 
DIRECTOR ^ 
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Sederal Bureau of Inuestigatian 
United States Department of Justice 
Washington, A. C. 


MEMORANDUM FOR THE LABORATORY 


M 
Effective immediately the memorandum addressed | 
to Mr. Nathan prepared for the attention of the Investigative Unit ~ 
in those instances where two document examiners are of the opinio RX 
questioned writings are not identical and a third examiner is unable | 
to reach a conclusion, will no longer be prepared. Instead the 
principal examiner will prepare the necessary report directly to 
the field office contributing the case. This will be prepared in эр 
the.form of a letter following the phraseology suggested below: S 
J 
"Reference is made to the examination of material received C 
from your office on in the above-entitled case. NS 
"For your confidential information, the opinions of three ы; 
document examiners in this matter are being set forth кч 
below. It will be noted that two of the.examiners are of 8 
the opinion the questioned writings are not identical with s 
the known, whereas the third examiner is unable to reach E 
a conclusion. Therefore, unless sone.other reasons exist, a 
it would not seem necessary to seek further handwriting ЕЭ 
specimens from this individual. This information is fur- а 
nished for your investigative use only and is not to be 2 
sincorporated in reports being furnished to others outside E 
‘of the Bureau's service." 5 


i Following the above paragraphs the names and the 
opinions reached on the part of the examiners will be set forth. 


Very truly yours, 


T E. P. Coffey 5 
80200 120-77-4331.. 
cc - Mr. Nathan insti DED an 
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Send File 
Correct 


Call me regarding this 

Note and return 
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Office Memorandum ° UNITED STATES GOVERN 


80-99 | 
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ТО MR. E. af M — 5734 

FROM :· E. P. COFFEY "NA ‘ ‚ Сїамїа,......... A -$ 
i | Mr. Ladd........ m 


SUBJECT: — Identification of Handwriting 1 
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is reguired in the зогу that reports" 
t either the — compared are identical or’ that they are 


ae identical or that'no conclusion can be reached thereon. Furthermore, 
e report of identification is made, „threo examiners must make а 
study of. the material and if they are not in in agreement 3 then the e official | 
Laboratory report, is їз "по conclusion". It is not permitted i in the Laborato: 
report to fürther4fodify these findings from the technical standpoint. Of 
course, соода TE the inadequecy of the specimens, evidence of disguise, 
etc., are properly permitted. In the Gérson case last January, one of our 
examiners,.E..JM -Miller,.reportedthe.smitings n snot identical. Thene.was.a 
disagreement among the examiners and the o official Laboratory, I eport to the 


| | 
$ 
Mr. Непйоп......... ; 
Mr a Mumford «талабо лр | 
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Mr, Jones .......... rem 
„$ Mr. Quinn Tamm... 
Мїу. Меазо.......««.»нэ ( 
Miss Gandy..... ARAS 


identical. Our “rule on on the no conclusion report prevented any embarrassment. 


Considerable study has been made of this incident in the Laboratory 
and аз а result thereof Mr. Appel n now ! proposes. з that, же. “abandon. the three 
restrictive | “categories o of F reports and permit,,.if nob. require,.the. | examiner 
to.furnish 8ll i£he.a amplification, and possibilities of his views during the 
technical examination. 1, fail to see where Appel's recommendation, | if it 
were re applicable to the Gerson case, could possibly have imp roved “the Situation. 
In fact, it would d have really made it embarrassing because our no conclusion 
report would have probably been followed up with conflicting opinions to the 
field, the weight of which would have been that Gerson did not prepare the : 
writings. 


RECOMMENDATION: I recommend that no change be made in n our present 5 
instructions. They-were inaugurated a.number of years Spy end X quote a i quote a 
statement on, this, subject made by. ihe, Director, ate дабу IP £23 
most ap S then and now: 

тесте EX-14^ AS 2-21. 
"І have been also quite concerned about the ois Letts? 

containing the findings in various cases made by the EE di (94 — 
substance these letters have stated that the specimens of handwriting 
submitted were not similar with the original note but there were some 
Similarities which might indicate that the original note might have been & 
written by the person whose samples of handwriting had been submitted. 9 
Obviously, an Agent in Charge cannot be assisted by any — 
worded findings as this. Му belief is that the Laboratory should 
a definite finding one Way or the other, or statethat,.suffticient 
specimens have not been submitted whi which would enable a definite finding 
to. hea. made. Either the notes were written by the person whose hand- 
writing has been “submitted or they weren't,-.0 r.ihere.haye.nob. been, suf- V 
ficient findings ‘submitted to en enable any definite conclusion. Henceforth 
I want this practice of submitting what I might term alibi findings to 
be озон идут d 
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Federal Bureaun of Investigation 


| United States Department of Justice / „Таван | 
Washington, A. C. | 





June 19, 1944 4 | Mr, Mohr sousse serans : 
3 AK e 
MEMORANDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR | S 2 5 | 
3 Mr. Quinn Tamm.... | 
S The Conference on June 15, 1944, consisting of Messrs. E. А. — | 


oo. Acers, Carson, Coffey, Glavin, Heridon, Ladd, Rosen, Q. Tamm, and на | 
Tracy, considered the proposal of Mr. C. A. Appel of the Laborator 
the Bureau change its policy whereby a Laborato y report on comparisons 
o3 must now indicate that the materials are (1) identical, or (2) are nat 
identical, or (3) that no conclusion can be reached. He proposes that 
E henceforth the Bureau require the examiner to set out his report in two parts: 
у» for~investigative purposes only; ( 
52 ыг choice of language. It is ават 
мї 





t^. 











imrevocable decisions; and 
lis view that, in c 
nstead of being urged to & fina ion. the examiner be induced to-vrth- 


EU UE final decision, announcin inst еа her-ha wanba more spocimens or, == 
уз of identification unlikel : 


х,» 
Суу Mr. Coffey advised that the examiner is presently аш са to end, 
| in fact, encouraged to request additional specimens if needed. Furthermore, 
* although the examiner is not now permitted to modify his findings in the 
A y report itself he is permitted, in any case where he feels special amplifica- 1 
Кү EM tion is necessary, to prepare & separate memorandum setting forth any and zT 
: <} all of his vieus at length. TE. : "| 
Зай 
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The Conference recommends that there be no change in the policy. 
Ihe Conference does not desire to take any step which would result in : 
| Laboratory reports of a vacillating nature or ones which would fail to convey’, ` 
ч & clear-cut picture to the Special Agent or investigating agency as to what. 


Matte 
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кух, < the Laboratory finding is and how much the investigator can rely on it. | ,. ° 
1 1 » MEI Y 
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x For the Conference qe 
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DATE: July 23, 1946 


TO : MR. R. T. НАНВО 
FROM : MR. De J вазона) T s i: PUE res 
2 | oe 
SUBJECT: DISCREPANCIES IN HANDWRITING EXAMINATIONS e — 
| | irs Trey 
-In.May of this year the policy with regard to handwriting E: EET 





examinations was revised and we returned to the one examiner system. Tole, Roon TT 
Prior to that time three examiners were required to report a handwriting  WissPes5— — — 








system be instituted a statistical survey was made of the handwriting 
discrepancy file and IBM ċards were punched in order to tabulate the work of 
the document examiners, In order that the file may show the comparative figures 
with reference to the work of the document examiners the tabulations are 
attached hereto. 


No further study is contemplated at this time and the cards which were 
punched will be retained for 90 days ALDER WISH if no further study is indicated 
they will be destroyed. 


In devising the tabulation attached hereto, ten categories were Bot up 
which are identified as follows: 


1, 1 ident, 1 no~conclusion 

2. 2 idents, 1 no-conclusion 

3. 1 non-ident, 1 no~conclusion 
4. 2 non-idents, 1 no-conclusion 
5. l ident, 1 non-ident 

6. 1 ident, 2 no~conclusions 

7. 3 idents, 1 no-conclusion 

8. 2 idents, 2 no-conclusions 

9, 1 ident, 2 non-idents 
10. 1 non-ident, 2 no-conclusions 


The attached tabulation covers the period from February,|1939 to 
April, 1946, serials 1154 to 2965 in File 80-99, 279 
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Memorandum 


TO 














ч jx 
Mr. Mohr pate: 9/17/C9 Lo 
. T.C., Sallivan „a 
Tels. Roon a. 
Ingraa 
Gandy 





FROM 





Mr. Malon 


— 
MDs. P e. EXAM. | а 


SUGGESTION ¢ 
SUBMITTED B3 
FILES AND Col ONS DIVISION 


SUGGESTION: 





SUBJECT: 


That the file entitled "Discrepanciés:in' Fladings of 
Document Examiners" which contair3 //Исн Уу in excess 
of three thousand serials be reviewed and processed f5r destruction of all 
serials which are duplicates of serials filed in main (ке 


The file in question was originally орепей іп 1935 as a control 
file for a double and triple check system utilized in tke Laboratory. In 
1955, on the authority of the Laboratory, index ciirds were purged with 
regard to this file. : ч b6 
b7C 


4 


Files and Communicatidns Dijision, is in favor 


of destroying the duplicate serials + archival authority is. not 
required to destroy this material. ratory Division, 
reviewed the files and agreed that tne duplicate Seria s should be destroyed 
Since the material has served its purpose. BO 


om &£6-2486-— pz 


"his Division feels that it is undesirable fo maintain duplicate 
copies of any communications if they are not serving а, eful purpose because 
of the great need for file space and accordingly reco aends that this 
suggestion be adopted. It is felt that the material в Ald be reviewed by a 
responsible Specíal Agent Supervisor in the Files and {fommunications Division 
ша fom: 18 deleted from file. 


RECORLED COPY FILE 


suggestion was acknowledge(l by letter dated 3/2/60. 


RECOMMENDATION: That the suggestion be adopted and that'the 
| letter of appreciation be sent to 


oto ~ HLE 

V ug 2, . 7 7 
ли: 2 by 2 ot 0 = E esi 7 
9% * Ml ^ NOT RECORDED. ; : 
! At | i 
: closure AL. Yr 60 == 5 n. 
ersonnel file o t direct) — 3 Aun 


20 MAR 311950. 213 
EE ADDENDUM BY FILES & COMMUNÍCATIONS DIVISION PAGE 2. 
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SUBMITTED BY b7C 
FILES AND COMMUNICATIONS DIVISION 
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ADDENDUM BY FILES AND COMMUNICATIONS DIVISION 3-25-60 


File 80-99 entitled "Discrepancies in Findings of Docu- 
ment Examiners" which has been approved for purging by this 
memorandum contains 3,052 serials. It is noted that instructions 
from the Training and Inspection Diviston are "It is felt that 
the material should be reviewed by a responsible Special Agent 
Supervigor in the Piles and Communications Division before it is 
destroyed to insure that only duplicate material is deleted from 


files." a 


9) 


Under present renovation programs of the Bureau's files, 
the Executives Conference has approved the processing of 310,000 
Selective Service files for destruction as well as approving the 
destruction of copies of correspondence contatned in Bureau files. 
Grade GS-5 employees are presently reviewing and destroying the 
files in the 25 classification and, when personnel are available, 
GS-4 employees are processing one-half million files in the 100 
and 65 classifications for destruction of copies. Adequate safe- 
guards have been established, such as 100 per cent check of work, 
to insure that this work is being completed correctly. 


The file in question is no more important than the above- 
mentioned work which is handled by the clerical employees without 
a serial by serial review by a Special Agent Supervisor of the 
Files and Communications Division. 

The above programs, of course, are closely followed and 
under the direct supervision of a Special Agent Supervisor in the 
Files and Communications Division. 


Unless advised to the contrary, the above-mentioned file 
will be handled in this manner. 
J^ be. 
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Tomm — — 
Trotter — 
W.C. Sullivan „m= 
Tele. Room 


„/ FROM : Y. G. E e Gandy 


SUBJECT: SUGGESTION # 644-60 b6 
RECORDS BRANCH STREAMLINING COMMITTEE: b7C 


Opis, Doe. Exam. : 


susarsrrog: |__________|a @s-6 enplovee assigned to 
the Consolidation Unit, Records Branch, suggested through the 


Streamlining Committee that the file entitled, "Discrepancies in 
Findings of Document Framiners", (80-99), which contains 3,052 
serials be reviewed and processed for destruction of all serials 
which are duplicates of serials filed in main case files. 






TO : MR. MC G DATE: 2/29/60 











CONCLUSIONS: The above-mentioned file was originally opened in 
1935 as a control file for a double and triple check system 
utilized in the Laboratory. Under the use of this system, tf the 
examiners failed to agree on the identification of the specimens, 
the most conservative report.would be forwarded to the field. The 
use of the file was discontinued in 1946 at which time the policy 
with regard to handwriting eraminations was revised and the 
Laboratory returned to the one examiner system. In 1955 on 
authority of the Laboratory, this file was purged of all inder 
cards. The far majority of the serials in this file are duplicates 
with the original memorandum filed as a recorded piece of mail in 

i 


64-3284 - PII 


the vartous case files concerned. Records Branch is of the optnton 
that this file has served its purpose and that the duplicate serials 
in this file could be destroyed. If permission is granted to 
destroy this material, original memoranda would not be destroyed. 
Since this matter directly concerns the Laboratory Division, this 
memorandum is being forwarded to them for their comments. If 
permission is granted to destroy this naterial, Archival authority 
is not required. 
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RECOMMENDATIONS: f ü- 9 7- 
NOT RECORD? 
1. Favorable. 20 МАВ 31 1960 





REZQRZED COPY FILED 18 


| | 
2. For referral to the Training and Inspectton Division 
: for acknowledgment and appropriate action. 
QU | 
| Ё 
„ту! 7? d. 3. For referral to the Laboratory Division for their 


TM 
omments. b6 


Hafi 5 b7C 
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ADDENDUM BY TRAINING AND INSPECTION DIVISION /1/60 


This division feels that the Laboratory Division 
should review the serials in question before they are 
destroyed, Since such communications pertain to matters 
of interest to that division. Certainly it is not desirable 
to maintain duplicate copies of communications if they are 
not serving a useful purpose: beoxyyse of the great need for 
file space. The material in question has been separately 
furnished to the Laboratory Division for appropriate action. 


pue tm is an interim acknowledgment letter b6 
to ] b7C 
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b7C 


LABORATORY DIVISION COMMENTS: и 3/4/60 
———————————————————————_ 


Laboratory Division has no objection to suggestion 
submitted by Records and Communications Divisiod employee and 
recommends the action indicated. 
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4-9, (4-21-55) 
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FOLLOWING SERIALS REMOVED-FROM , FILE AND- 
DESTROYED IN ACCORDANCE. WITH AUTHORITY: 
CONTAINED IN 66-3286-871 _ "2 


wc 


. All mail — the following serials 
210, Fede hoh, 118, 561, 16, 


860, шах, 1221, 2533, 253}. 
3019. Жо И — 
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{ b6 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION | 





| | 


(01/26/1998) 


Precedence: ROUTINE Date: 12/10/1998 


From: Laboratory Division (LD) 






Questione 
Contact: 
b6 
Approved By: b7C 


wl | 


Case ID #: 80-HQ-99 
Title: DISCREPANCIES IN FINDINGS OF DOCUMENT EXAMINERS 


Synopsis: The QDU requests that IRD place the captioned file in 
a closed status. 


Details: The QDU has reviewed the above-captioned control file 
and has determined that this file can be closed. It has been 
determined that the information and subject matter are not 


current. 
CC: 1 
1 
1. 
44 | ' b6 


b7C 


